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SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSIONS 


Wilkes  County  has  turned  from  its  traditional  agricultural 
economy  to  growing  specializations  in  lumber  and  furniture  and 
textiles  manufacturing.   During  the  decade  1950-60,  farm  job 
losses  for  men  exceeded  all  employment  gains  elsewhere,  but  jobs 
for  women  increased  by  45%.   Despite  competitive  gains  by  Wilkes 
industri  es  ,  Wilkes  activities  had  a  net  loss  in  employment  due  to 
the  long-run  declining  or  slow-growth  character  of  major  industries. 
Two  independent  projections  of  employment  indicated  an  increase  of 
more  than  1,000  jobs  (7%  gain)  by  1970.   The  gains  would  be  expected 
not  from  manufacturing  but  from  expansion  of  professional  and 
commercial  services. 

The  Town  of  North  Wilkesboro  compares  favorably  with  State 
urban  measures  of  mean  family  income  and  value  of  housing,  but  the 
Style  of  Life  is  held  down  by  presence  of  a  large  number  of  families 
with  low  incomes,  while  many  Town  residents  with  good  education  and 
income  are  moving  into  suburban  developments. 

Wilkes  County  lags  far  behind  State  levels  of  income,  education 
and  housing,  and  heavy  outmigration  of  young  adults  hold  down  the 
education  and  skill  levels  of  the  County.   Half  the  families  of  the 
County  have  incomes  under  $3,000  and  live  in  substandard  housing, 
and  one  adult  in  five  lacks  a  fifth-grade  education. 

Because  of  heavy  outmigration  (more  than  7,000  persons  in  the 
past  decade,    most  of  them  young  adults),  natural  increase  in 
population  is  declining,  and  a  5%  decrease  is  projected  for  the 
County  by  1980. 


Good  planning  can  reverse  the  trends  and  create  economic  growth 
but  closest  attention  should  be  paid  to  upgrading  the  quality  of  the 
Style  of  Life  (income,  education,  and  housing.) 
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This  report  is  primarily  concerned  with  trends  toward 
the  future  but  makes  no  predictions.   Rather,  trends  in  present 
economic  and  population  resources  are  evaluated  in  terms  of 
consequences  of  their  c ont i nua t i on-— i n  local  economic  levels 
of  performance,  the  quality  of  local  levels  of  living,  and 
population  change.   Projections  thus  made  are  in  terms  both 
of  local  trends  and  of  local  consequences  of  national  trends. 
Local  development  strategy  involves  enhancement  of  trends  for 
growth  and  betterment  of  living  standards  while  minimizing 
effects  of  decline  and  decay.   This  report  will  be  considered 
successful  if  consideration  of  its  analysis  aids  the  citizens 
of  the  Wilkesboros  and  Wilkes  County  in  making  an  upward 
revision  of  indicated  trends  in  the  future. 


THE  WILKES  ECONOMY  --  A  SUMMARY 

Wilkes  County  has  economic  specializations  in:  Furniture  & 
Lumber  Manufacturing,  Textiles,  Agriculture,  Glass 
Products,  Truck  Transportation,  and  Foods  Products. 

Local  firms  have  competed  very  well  within  their  respective 
industries  in  relative  growth. 

Yet  the  economy  has  not  been  directed  toward  overall  growth. 

This  is  because  the  County's  economy  has  a  concentration 
of  industries  which  have  declining  or  slow-growth 
characteristics:  Furniture  &  Lumber,  Textiles,  and 
Agriculture.   Thus,  much  of  the  favorable  competitive 
growth  was  in  industries  which  were  not  growing. 

At  present  industry  growth  rates,  the  Wilkes  economy  will 

fall  11%  short  of  providing  enough  jobs  for  its  popu- 
lation during  the  1960s. 

An  industry-by-industry  projection  of  employment  shows  a  gain 
of  7%  in  jobs  by  1970  over  1960.   This  gain  totals 
1,077,  based  on  a  sum  of  all  industries'  projections. 

New  directions  for  growth  include:  expansion  of  professional 
services  (.e._g.,  a  community  college);  development  of 
good  sites  and  attraction  of  ma r ke t -o r i en t ed  branch 
plants  of  a  long-run  growth  character;  concentration 
on  quality  of  services  and  industries  rather  than 
short-un  numerical  gains. 

Jobs  for  men  declined  from  1950-60,  while  jobs  for  Wilkes  women 
increased  by  45%.    Losses  were  heavy  in  farm  employment, 
while  nonfarm  gains  for  men  were  not  able  to  make  up  for 
the  losses. 

The  large  losses  in  agricultural  employment  are  encouraging,  for 
the  decline  has  been  in  impoverished  marginal  farms,  while 
a  major  poultry  industry  has  bolstered  the  whole  economy. 

Productivity  and  income  measures  of  Wilkes  manufacturing  compare 
unfavorably  with  those  of  the  State,  but  there  is  an 
encouraging  expansion  of  growth  industries. 

Large  proportions  of  Eastern  and  Southwestern  County  residents 
commute  to  jobs  in  other  counties,  but  their  declining 
employments  are  producing  heavy  ou tmi gr a t i on .   Wilkes 
growth  industries  are  concentrated  in  the  Wilkesboros, 
whose  local  economy  may  be  expected  to  continue  growing. 
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THE  WILKES  COUNTY  ECONOMY 

WHAT  IS  A  LOCAL  ECONOMY?    A  local  economy  is  the  way  people  of  a  locality  make 

a  living;  it  is  the  production  of  goods  for  local  and  outside 
markets;  it  is  the  distribution  of  goods  and  services  for 
local  and  outside  consumers;  it  is  the  measure  of  income 
produced  and  spent;  and  it  is  the  quality  of  material  fruits 
of  the  overall  process  of  production,  consumption,  and 
possession. 

THE  LOCAL  ECONOMY  In  the  past  one  could  speak  of  an  area  as  an  independent 

IS  A  PART  OF  THE      economic  unit.   Today  the  local  factors  of  production  must  be 
NATIONAL  ECONOMY     understood  as  integrated  parts  within  the  national  economy. 
The  economy  of  Wilkes  County  and  the  Wilkesboros,  then,  is  a 
particular  mixture  of  elements  which  can  be  analyzed  and 
their  consequences  for  the  area  considered  within  the  national 
setting.   A  local  firm  may  compete  well  relative  to  similar 
firms  in  the  national  market,  but  if  the  whole  industry  does 
not  thrive,  the  local  firm  may  fare  less  well  in  producing 
jobs  and  income  than  one  competing  less  well  but  within  an 
industry  characterized  by  rapid  expansion.   For  instance, 
the  most  ingeniously  efficient  producer  of  buggy  whips  did 
not  fare  so  well,  after  1920,  as  the  average  producer  of 
automobile  accessories.   Therefore,  analysis  of  local  employers' 
competition  with  similar  industries  is  secondary  in  the  long  run 
to  trends  of  their  respective  industries  at  the  national  level. 


Our  analysis  of  the  Wilkes  economy  will  be  addressed  to 
kev  Questions: 


these  key  questions: 

BASIC  QUESTIONS       1  •  I n  what  activities  does  the  Wilkes  economy  specialize? 

FOR  ANALYSIS  OF       2-  How  well  have  local  firms  competed  within  their  own  industries? 

THE  LOCAL  ECONOMY     3.  Have  all  local  activities,  taken  together,  led  the  economy 

in  a  direction  of  long-run  growth? 

4.  What  is  the  growth  character  of  local  types  of  industry? 

5.  What  are  the  probable  future  trends  of  the  local  economy? 

6.  What  new  economic  directions  are  feasible  for  local  growth? 
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ANALYSIS  OF  THE  ECONOMY 


SPECI ALI ZATION 


1  .    In  what  activities  does  the  Wilkes  economy  specialize? 
FURNITURE  &  LUMBER  MANUFACTURING,  TEXTILES,  agriculture, 
glass  &.  other  durables  manufacturing,  truck  transportation, 
and  foods  manufacturing. 


Table 


Not  only  are  these  the  economic  specializations  o 
i a d i e  1  shows  that  specialization  in  these  activities  h 
increased  over  the  past  decade,  agriculture  excepted, 
consequences  of  Wilkes'  ever-increasing  commitment  to  t 
industries  will  be  investigated  in  succeeding  questions 


f  Wilkes 
as 

The 
hes  e 


LOCAL  COMPETITION    2.   How  well  have  local  firms  competed  within  their  own  industries? 
RELATIVE  TO  THE       VERY  WELL,  GENERALLY.   Had  local  firms  grown  at  precisely  the 
NATION  national  growth  rates  during  the  past  decade,  there  would  have 

been  1,330  fewer  jobs  in  the  County  in  1960. 

Table  2  shows  that  if  local  textile  employment  had  fallen 
at  the  national  rate  from  1950-60,  there  would  have  been  only 
879  textile  workers  in  Wilkes  in  1960,  whereas  the  actual  total 
was  1,943,  a  competitive  gain  of  1,064  relative  to  the  national 
textile  industry.   On  the  other  hand,  agricultural  employment 


Table  1--EC0N0MIC  SPECIALIZATION  IN  WILKES  COUNTY,  1950  and  1960,  RELATIVE  TO  NATIONAL 
EMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS,  SHOWING  NATIONAL  GROWTH  RATES,   1950-1960 


I ndus  try 


Index  of  Specialization 
1950  1960 


/l 


U  .  S  .  Growth  /_2 
Index,  1950-60 


Furniture  &  lumber  manufacturing  688 

Textile  manufacturing  269 

Agr icul ture  137 

Glass  and  other  durables  44 

Truck  transportation  8 

Foods  manufacturing  -40 


1001 
781 
75 
70 
6  7 
44 


-22 

-32 

-46 

1  I 

]  4 

7 


_1/   Index  is  percent  by  which  an  industry's  proportion  of  Wilkes  employment  exceeds  the 

corresponding  national  proportion.   Thus  Wilkes  has  67  percent  more  workers  in  truck- 
ing than  does  the  nation,  relatively.   Equality  with  the  nation  _  0.   Excepting  con- 
struction, which  is  near  the  national  proportion,  all  other  industry  categories  were 
considerably  below  the  nation. 

_2/   Growth  Index  adjusted  so  that  employment  change  for  the  nation  =  0.   Therefore,  the 
negative  indices  show  that  Wilkes'  top  three  specializations  are  in  industries  far 
below  national  overall  employment  growth  rates. 


Source:    Data  from  U.  S.  Censuses  of  population. 


Table  2--ANALYSIS  OF  WILKES  COUNTY  EMPLOYMENT,   1950-60,   INDUSTRIES  RELATIVE  TO  NATIONAL 

GROWTH,  IN  WILKES  JOBS 


Industry  (in  order  of  net  gain)   Change  Due  to  Local 

Coupe t i  t  i  on 


Change  Due  to  Xong-   Net  Change 
Run  Industry  Growth   Relative  to 
The   Nation 


Textile  manufacturing 

Foods  manufacturing 

Prof,  services  (excl.  educ.) 

Trucking  transportation 

Educa t  ion 

Glass,  other  durables 

Public  administration 

Retail  trade 

Finance,  insurance,  real  estate 

Miscellaneous  manufacturing 

Wholesale  trade 

Fur ni tur e- lumber  manufacturing 

--(IF  LOCAL  GROWTH  HAD  BEEN  AT  US  RATE) 

Transp-commun-util  (excl. trucking) 

Const  r uc t  i  on 

Business  &  Repair  services 

Personal  services 

Apparel  manufacturing 

Agriculture 

TOTAL  EMPLOYMENT 
— All  manufacturing 
— Trades  &.  services 
— Agriculture 


1064 

333 

164 

105 

-82 

47 

54 

109 

34 

4(1 

44 

619 

0- 

-4 

-16 

-119 

-71 

-174 

-817 


1330 

1929 

218 

-817 


-416 

19 

76 

31 

198 

49 

34 

-37 

27 

16 

-5 

-596 

0- 

-22 

-45 

28 

-20 

-22 

•2194 


-950 

265 

•2194 


648 

352 

240 

136 

116 

96 

88 

72 

61 

56 

39 

23 

0- 

-26 

-61 

-91 

-91 

-196 

■3011 

•1549 
979 
483 

■3011 


Computations  from  U.  S.  census  data 


dropped  more  steeply  in  Wilkes  County  than  it  did  nationally, 
resulting  in  a  competitive  loss  of  817  during  the  decade.   The 
longer-range  consequences  of  local  competitive  gains  and  losses 
will  be  considered  in  the  next  two  questions  of  our  economic 
analy si  s . 


LONG-RUN  DECLINE 
RELATIVE  TO  THE 
NATION 


3  .   Have  all  local  activities,  taken  together,  led  the  economy 
in  a  direction  of  long-run  growth?   NOI    As  compared  with  the 
competitive  gains  of  1,330  jobs,  the  predominance  of  declining 
long-run  employment  industries  in  Wilkes  County  resulted  in  a 
deficit  of  2,879  jobs  locally,  relative  to  overall  national 
rates  of  employment  expansion — producing  a  net  de f ic i t , bey ond 
competitive  gains,  of  1,549  jobs. 


Local  employment  increased  by  457  jobs  in  the  County  from 
1950  to  1960.   How,  then,  can  it  be  said  that  the  economy  has 
experienced  long-run  decline  relative  to  the  nation?   Some 
detailed  explanation  must  confront  this  seeming  contradiction. 
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the  net  loss  of  -1,549  and  the  net  gain  of  +1,330,  the  conclu- 
sion becomes  apparent  that  the  difference  can  be  accounted  for 
by  the  kinds  of  employment  present  in  the  County.   Had  agricul- 
LOCAL  FIRMS'S         tural  employment  increased  at  the  national  total  employment  rate 
GROWTH  RELATIVE       there  would  have  been  4,769  Wilkes  workers  so  employed  by  1960, 
TO  THE  NATIONAL       or  3,011  more  than  there  actually  were.   Therefore,  it  is  easily 
INDUSTRIES  OF         shown  in  Table  2  that  industrywide  employment  declines  were 
WHICH  THEY  ARE        directly  operative  in  Wilkes  County  to  account  for  its  economic 
stagnation  during  the  past  decade.   Further,  as  shown  in  Table 
1,  the  County  has  increased  its  specialization  in  furniture  and 
lumber  and  textile  manufacturing.   Both  industry  groups  are 
characterized  by  absolute  employment  decreases  nationally,  but 
not  in  Wilkes,  where  both  have  expanded  over  the  past  decade. 
No  judgments  on  the  prospects  of  any  firm  are  under  considera- 
tion here,  it  should  be  pointed  out.   Rather,  the  basic  assump- 
tion is  made  that  inasmuch  as  each  firm  operates  within  a  partic- 
ular   industrial,  commercial,  or  professional  market,  it  will 
tend  to  follow  a  pattern  very  similar  to  that  of  like  firms 
elsewhere.      Firms  within  any  type  of  industry  compete  for  a 
share  of  the  same  general  market  with  comparable  products  or 
services,  employ  like  factors  of  production  (capital,  labor, 
technology),  and  share  similar  prospects  for  growth  and  prosper- 
ity, nationally.  If  hosiery  manufacturers  elsewhere  introduce  a 
new  product  of  great  demand,  using  a  new  process  or  material  or 
machine,  then  odds  heavily  favor  the  prediction  that  local  firm 
X,  which  produces  hosiery  for  this  market,  will  follow  suit. 
This  assumption  is  applied  to  all  industries,  whether  manufactur- 
ing or  service. 

Local  industries  which  are  successful  competitors  are  impor- 
tant as  sources  of  short-run  gain,  while  the  demonstrated  growth 
character  of  the  whole  type  of  industry,  of  which  each  firm  is 
a  part,  indicates  the  degree  of  long-run  gain.   Gain  means  the 
ability  of  the  area  to  grow  apace  with  the  nation  and  to  meet 
the  demand  for  new  jobs  adequate  for  its  growing  population. 
To  the  extent  that  an  area  has  a  deficit  of  growth  relative  to 
the  nation,  a  portion  of  its  labor  force  must  migrate  or  with- 
draw from  the  job  market. 


CONSEQUENCES  OF 
DIRECTIONS  OF 
GROWTH 


Figure  1  shows  the  directions  of  county  growth,  1950-60. 
The  line  separating  net  growth  from  net  decline  is  a  diagonal 
line  from  upper  left  to  lower  right.   During  the  past  decade, 
Wilkes  County  fell  behind  national  growth.   For  a  number  of 
industries  within  the  County,  however,  the  direction  over  the 
decade  was  toward  greater  growth. 

What  are  consequences  of  the  directions  of  growth  shown 
in  Figure  1,  and  what  are  desirable  future  directions  for  growth? 

A .  The  direction  of  meximum  growth  is  that  of  long-run 

growth  industries  with  local  short-run  competitive  .gain. 
19.5%  of  Wilkes  employment  in  1960  was  in  industries 
in  this  direction.   These  were  foods  processing,  truck 
transportation,  glass  and  stone  products,  finance, 
insurance,  and  real  estate,  professional  services 
(excluding  education  but  including  medical,  legal, 
engineering,  and  others),  public  administration,  and 
communications . 

Long-run  growth  may  occur  if  competitive  losses  are 
less  than  long-run  industry  growth  gains.    In  Wilkes 
County  only  educational  services  (4.1%  of  all  employ- 
ment!   '  i   i  ^    in   th-ic   /--  a-f-^rr^**™       Ac?    l^ni-r-^v.   -*  >-i  *-!   m  .-.  ~  ~ 


As  longer  and  more 


Count  y  only 

nent)  was  in  this  category.   /-v  =  j.ung  i     am 
specialized  periods  of  schooling  become  the  norm, 
possibly  including  a  local  junior  college  in  the 
future,  so  will  education  contribute  to  local  growth. 

Net  growth  may  occur  if  competitive  gains  continue  to 
exceed  industry  losses.    28.9%  of  Wilkes  employment 
in  1960  was  headed  in  this  direction.   Wholesale  and 
retail  employment  showed  healthy  gains  in  industries 
only  slightly  below  average  national  growth  rates, 
but  textiles  would  have  to  maintain  a  high  rate  of 
expansion  over  a  long  period  of  time  in  an  industry 
whose  low  market  growth  is  increasingly  being  met 
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FIGURE  1--DIRECTI0NS  OF  WILKES  COUNTY  EMPLOYMENT  TRENDS  BY  INDUSTRY,  1950-60 

Short-run  Changes  Due  to  Local  Competition  and  Long-run  Changes  Due  to  National  Industry  Growth. 
U.S.  Grpwth  for  each  industry  is  base  zero. 


ioth  Short-run  and  Long-run  Growth 


Short-run  Loss  Exceeded  by 
Long-run  Growth 


Short-run  Growth  Greater  Than 
Long-run  Loss 
Eiala  Direction  of  Net  Decline 


by  imports,  substitution  of  nonfibre  materials,  and  mechanized 
technology,  by  fewer  firms  employing  fewer  workers. 

QUALITY,  NOT  D.  Stress  on  QUALITY  of  competition  in  industries  in 

QUANTITY,  IS  THE  which  long-run  losses  balance  short-run  gains  is 

KEY  WORD  FOR  INDUSTRIES        needed  to  prevent  long-run  contracting  industries 
WITH  ANTICIPATED  from  pulling  the  whole  local  economy  down  at  a 

LONG-RUN  EMPLOYMENT  later  time.   Only  the  furniture  L     lumber  products 

LOSSES  industry  of  the  County  meets  this  designation,  but 

18.9%  of  County  workers  are  involved.   The  employment 
decline  has  been  steep  in  small  sawmill  operations, 
while  stability  has  been  more  typical  of  large 
furniture  firms.   Nevertheless,  mechanization,  higher 
skill  requirements,  and  harder  market  competition  may 
be  ahead,  limiting  the  future  prognosis  for  employment. 
Pressures  toward  cost  reduction  may  tend  to  hit  hard 
at  labor  costs,  cutting  back  expected  future  employment. 

E .  Declining  industries  with  net  losses  should  be 

encouraged  to  initiate  qualitative  improvements  if 
long-run  losses  are  indicated  or  given  more  inducements 
to  expand  if  competitive  losses  are  exceeded  by  long-run 
gai  ns  .    2  8.3%  of  County  workers  were  in  this  net  loss 
category.   Included  were  employees  in  agriculture, 
apparel,  construction;  personal,  business,  and  repair 
services-,  utilities,  and  transportation  except  truck. 
The  fact  that  these  declined  relative  to  local  demand 
for  new  employment  during  the  last  decade  accounted  for 
the  net  loss  for  the  whole  County.  In  1950  these 
industries  had  accounted  for  47.9%  of  all  County  workers, 
but  the  great  drop  in  their  share  of  all  employment  in 
1960  should  at  least  proportionately  level  off  as  more 
viable  economic  units  remain  in  both  agriculture  and  the 
services . 
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FUTURE  JOB  TRENDS 
ARE  CONSISTENT 
BY  INDUSTRY  AND 
BY  POPULATION 
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NEW  DIRECTIONS 
FOR  GROWTH 


6 .  What  new  economic  directions  are  feasible  for  local  growth? 
By  very  selectively  seeking  out  long-run  growth  industries 
(see  U.  S.  Growth  Rates,  Table  1);  by  seeking  branch  plants 
of  labor-oriented  or  market-oriented  industries;  by  encouraging 
local  development  of  a  wider  range  of  trades  and  ser vices, 
locally  financed;  by  active  cooperation  of  local  leaders  with 
those  of  nearby  areas  to  attract  solid,  growth  industries, 
regardless  of  whether  they  are  for  the  Wilkesboros  or  another 
place  in  the  area;  by  applying  strong  pressure  to  hasten 
completion  of  modern  roads  into  and  across  the  County;  by 
harnessing  the  Reddies  River  and  carefully  planning  the 
previously  f lood- t hr ea t ened  area  between  the  Wilkesboros  for 
industrial,  commercial,  and  cultural  uses;  by  furthering  the 
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3 — WILKES  COUNTY  EMPLOYMENT  PROJECTION  TO  1970  BY  INDUSTRY, 

GROWTH  RATES 


USING  NATIONAL  INDUSTRY 


Employment 


1960 


Actual 

Change 

1950-1960 
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Projection,  Figure  2 
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TOTAL  PROJECTION  BY  INDUSTRY 
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Source:    Employment  data  from  U.  S.  census  reports;  national  industry  growth  rates 
derived  from  censuses  of  population,  manufactures,  and  business. 


FIGURE  2 — WILKES  COUNTY  LABOR  FORCE,   1960-1980,  BY  AGE  AND  SEX 
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construction  of  a  community  college.   A  college  would  upgrade 
the  County's  education  and  skill  levels,  increase  professional 
and  support  employment,  and  add  to  the  Wilkesboros'  base  of 
economically  and  intellectually  stimulating  activities. 

Today  communities  throughout  the  nation  are  competing  for 
INDUSTRY  SEEKS        new  industry.   An  assumption  seems  to  be  that  manufacturing  is 
PROFIT,  AND  A         expanding  rapidly  and  abundantly,  although  actually  fewer  firms 
COMMUNITY  GAINS       and  fewer  workers  are  needed  to  produce  all  the  goods  our  economy 
ONLY  FROM  INDUSTRY   can  absorb.   Often  a   community  wants  industry  because  its  economy 
WHICH  IS  PROFITABLE  is  stagnated,  people  are  migrating  out,  the  area  is  depressed,  and 
IN  THE  LONG  RUN       young  people  leave  permanently  after  high  school.   But  industry 

locates  to  maximize  profit,  and  communities  setting  up  industries 
must  be  sure  that  they  are  truly  competitive,  lest  available 
capital  for  investment  be  withheld.   A  recent  study  of  executives' 
attitudes  toward  location  in  the  Appalachians  Region  listed  these 
factors  as  salient:  availability  and  cost  of  labor,  raw  materials, 
utilities,  sites,  and  markets.   Further  down  the  list  were  com- 
munity attitudes,  physical  factors,  and  taxes.   By  far  the  most 
unfavorably  mentioned  factor  was  distance  from,  then  lack  of, 
markets,  followed  distantly  by  costs  of  labor,  utilities,  and 
raw  materials.   Only  industries  whose  long-run  effects  on  the 
area  are  sound  and  expansive  should  be  sought,  and  those  of  inter- 
est should  be  approached  with  solid  facts  on  availability  and 
costs  of  labor,  materials,  utilities,  and  sites,  not  on  attitudes, 
scenery,  or  other  intangibles. 

Tourism  has  been  mentioned  as  a  potential  industry  in  the 
area,  but  this  is  a  tricky  business  in  that  it  requires  an  urban 
and  financial  nucleus  with  experience  in  the  field,  an  easily 
FUTURE  GROWTH  IN      mobilized,  seasonal  labor  force,  and  carefully  laid-out  facilities 
SERVICES  IS  MORE     Combined  with  growing  trades  and  services  at  an  urban  point  such 
LIKELY  THAN  MAJOR    as  the  Wilkesboros,  the  scenery  and  the  new  lake  are  more  likely 
EXPANSION  OF  IN-      to  be  enjoyed  as  visual  community  assets   than  as  the  basis  for  a 
DUSTRY  major  economic  stimulus.    In  all  likelihood,  future  economic 

growth  in  Wilkes  will  be  a  matter  of  small  increments  in  trades 
and  services,  rather  than  an  accumulation  of  large  new  industries. 


THE  LABOR  FORCE  IN  WILKES  COUNTY 
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It  has  been  demonstrated  in  the  first  section  that  heavy 
specialization  in  a  declining  employment  industry  is  a  long-run 
deterrent  to  sound  economic  growth.   Despite  expansion  of  some 
industries  of  long-run  growth,  the  overwhelmingly  agricultural 
makeup  of  the  economy  was  such  that  the  national  trend  toward 
crop  controls,  mechanization,  large  capital  requirements,  and 
a  general  cost-price  squeeze,  produced  very  heavy  outmigration 
from  the  County  when  industrial  and  services,  although  increasing, 
were  unable  to  meet  current  job  demand.   The  shifts  during  the 
decade  did  not  notably  upgrade  the  labor  force,  for  compensating 
job  gains  were  primarily  in  semi-skilled  occupations  in  industries 
characterized  by  long-run  declines.  (See  Table  5.) 
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Table  5--0CCUPAT I  ON  BY  SEX  FOR  WILKES  COUNTY,  1940-60 


Occupation  of  Workers   Percent  Distribution     Percent  Change 
1940     1950     1960       1940     1950     1960      1940-50     1950-60 


EMPLOYED  MALES 
Total* 

Prof.,  mgr.  ,  propr. 
Clerical  &  sales 
Skilled  workers 
S  emi -skilled 
Unski lied 
Al 1  farm  work 


9776 

11,373 
970 

10  546 
1143 

100 
6  , 

.  0% 
,6 

100 
8  , 

.  0% 
.  7 

100  , 

11. 

,  0% 
.4 

+  16  , 
+  55 

.  3$ 
.  4 

-  7  , 

.  3% 

624 

+  17  , 

.  8 

416 

722 

817 

4, 

,  4 

6 

,  4 

8  , 

,  1 

+  73 

.  5 

+  13. 

,  2 

871 

1489 

1864 

9  , 

,  2 

13 

.  3 

18 

,  6 

+  70 

.  4 

+  25  . 

,6 

1458 

3318 

3870 

15 

.4 

29 

.6 

38 

.6 

+  127 

,  6 

+  16  , 

,  6 

1165 

933 

865 

12, 

.3 

8 

.  3 

8 

.6 

-19 

.9 

-  7 

.3 

4957 

3771 

1471 

52 

,  2 

33 

.  7 

14 

.  7 

-23 

.9 

-61 

.0 

EMPLOYED  FEMALES: 
Total* 

Prof.,  mgr.,  propr. 
C 1 e  r ica 1  sales 
Skilled  workers 
S  emi -s  killed 
Unskilled 
All  farm  wo  r  k 


2315 

2830 

4114 

100  . 

,  0% 

100 

.  0% 

100 

,  0% 

+  22  , 

,  2% 

+  45  , 

,4' 

304 

392 

619 

13  . 

,  7 

14 

.6 

15 

.9 

+  28 

.9 

+  57  , 

.9 

230 

569 

833 

10, 

.  3 

21 

,  1 

21 

,  4 

+  147 

,  4 

+  46 

,  4 

5 

19 

33 

0. 

,  2 

0 

.  7 

0, 

,  8 

+  280 

.0 

+  73 

,  7 

756 

1071 

1892 

34. 

.  0 

39 

,  8 

48 

.  6 

+  41 

,  7 

+  76  , 

,  7 

470 

297 

343 

21, 

,  1 

11 

.0 

8 

.  8 

-36 

,8 

+  15 

,  5 

459 

343 

172 

20, 

.  6 

12 

,7 

4 

.  4 

-25 

.3 

-49 

,  9 

Total  includes  employed  persons  who  did  not  list  their  occupations 


U  .  S  .  C  ensus  da  ta , 


ECONOMIC  COMMITMENTS  OF  WILKES  COUNTY 


AGRICULTURE: 
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terrain  surrounding  the  Yadkin  River  basin 
ents  relatively  isolated  from  early  settlement 

century  to  the  recent  past.   When  the  Southern 
the  point  which  became  North  Wilkesboro,  in  1889, 
tion  was  concentrated  on  small  subsistence  farms, 
ops  of  tobacco,  corn,  and  cotton.   The  independent, 
ers  developed  crafts  employing  local  raw  materials, 
basis  for  industries  of  lumber,  furniture,  glass, 

As  the  Wilkesboros  became  a  trading  and 
nter,  firms  were  established  locally  to  take 
labor,  raw  materials,  water,  and  transportation 
eloping  these  industries.   Rural  farm  residents 
ither  regular  or  seasonal  employment,  but  only  in 
s  have  they  shifted  importantly  from  farm  employment 


as  1940,  half  the  employed  males  in  Wilkes  County 
gaged  in  agriculture.    In  1960,  the  proportion  was 
rom  1950  to  1959,  according  to  the  U.  S.  Census 
here  was  a  44.5%  decrease  in  the  number  of  farms 
819),  but  the  number  of  'commercial'  farms  fell 
om  1,616  to  1,139),  indicating  that  the  greatest 
was  in  the  subsistence,  noncash  or  low-cash 
idations  of  farms,  introduction  of  major  new 
ucts,  and  mechanization  resulted  in  an  increase 
es  of  more  than  $10,000  from  116  in  1950  to  260 

operations  with  sales  from  $2,500-9,999  were 
6  in  1950  to  533  in  1959),  but  commercial  farms 
$2,500  fell  by  two-thirds.    In  1959  only  45.2% 
and  area  was  in  farms  (it  had  been  nearly  7  0%  in 
%  of  the  total  land  area  in  1959  was  in  harvested 
an  half  the  farm  land  and  more  than  half  the  nonfarm 
y  was  in  forest. 


Rising  expectations  of  education,  employment,  income,  and 
style  of  life  have  led  thousands  of  County  residents,  particularl; 
the  younger  generation,  to  seek  urban  work  and  residence.   The 


PROSPECTS  ARE 
GOOD  FOR  MODERN 
FARMS  RESPONSIVE 
TO  MARKET  DEMAND 


CONTINUED  HEAVY 
OUTMIGRATION 
FROM  FARMS  IS 
EXPECTED  AND 
DES IRABLE 


old  subsistence  and  cash  crop  farms  have  given  way  to  large, 
mechanized,  and  we  1 1 - f i nanc ed  farms  which,  responsive  to 
demands  of  the  national  market,  have  turned  to  production 
of  poultry,  livestock,  fruit,  and  forest  products.   Table  6 
on  the  following  page  presents  agricultural  data  which  point 
up  the  major  shifts  in  the  County.   The  huge  gain  in  the 
value  of  agricultural  products  sold  was  almost  solely  due  to 
the  County's  booming  poultry  industry,  which  in  1959  accounted 
for  75.0%  of  all  farm  products  sold.    In  1959  Wilkes  ranked 
first  in  the  State  in  the  number  of  chickens  sold  and  in 
total  value  of  all  poultry  products  sold.    Its  rank  among 
all  the  counties  in  the  nation  was  14th  in  chickens  sold 
(up  from  26th  in  1954)  and  30th  in  value  of  poultry  products 
(up  from  60th  in  1954).   Weather  and  market  fluctuations  have 
affected  another  County  sp ec ia 1 t y - -app les ;  in  1959  Wilkes  was 
2nd  in  the  State  in  the  number  of  apple  trees  (62nd  in  the 
nation),  but  apple  production  fell  considerably  from  the  1954 
level.   Prospects  for  farming  are  good,  despite  market  setbacks 
in  poultry  due  to  some  market  saturation,  and  the  most  efficient 
producers  will  persevere,  while  other  farms  expand  into  livestock 
and  forest  products.   But  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  farm  over- 
population persists  and  that  the  number  of  people  on  farms  will 
continue  to  fall.   An  unusually  high  proportion  of  farm  residents 
are  primarily  engaged  in  off-farm  work.   Since  lumber,  furniture, 
textile,  and  apparel  manufacturing  are  not  long-run  growth 
industries,  the  probable  decrease  in  demand  for  workers  in  these 
industries  will  affect  the  rural  population  most  directly  and 
lead  to  heavy  continued  out-migration,   The  living  standards 
of  the  whole  area  may  well  be  raised:   1)  if  education  and  skill 
levels  are  upgraded  for  rural  residents;  2)  if  they  migrate  to 
places  of  greater  opportunity  when  local  kinds  of  employment 
are  inadequate  for  a  style  of  life  comparable  with  national 
levels . 


THE  COMMITMENT 
OF  WILKES  COUNTY 
TO  MANUFACTURING: 


Nearly  half  of  Wilkes  County  workers  in  1960  were  employed 
in  various  manufacturing  firms.   As  indicated  in  the  employment 
projection  on  page  14,  local  employment  concentrations  in  non- 
growth  industries  indicate  probable  overall  decreases  in  employ- 
ment in  manufacturing  in  the  future.   This  does  not  impugn  the 


Table  6 --AGR I CU LTUR AL  TRENDS  IN  WILKES  COUNTY,   1945-59 


1945 

Number  of  farms  5,348 

Percent  of  real  change 

i  n  number  — 

Percent  of  change  for 

the  State 
Ave.  value  farmland  &  bldgs$2,461 
Ave.  for  State  3,369 

Ave.  value  per  acre  of  farm   $  39 
Ave.  per  acre  for  the  State      54 

Ave.  size  of  farms  (A.)        62.8 
Ave.  size  for  the  State         64.8 


1950 

1954 

1959 

5  ,075 

4  ,  088 

2  ,  730 

-5.1% 

-19.4% 

-16.0? 

0  .  4% 

-7.2% 

-22.6% 

4,416 

$5  ,  074 

$9 ,941 

5  ,  706 

7  ,  359 

11 , 349 

$  70 

$  80 

$  125 

99 

128 

193 

62  .  8 

65.6 

81.0 

67  .  0 

68  .  2 

83  .  4 

Percent  operators  work  off 

farm  100+  days 
Percent  off  farm  100+  for 

the  State 
Percent  farms  most  income 

nonagricultural 
Percent  most  income  not 

agricultural.  State 


3  5.2% 
13.3% 


41.1% 

20.8% 
51.5% 
26  .9% 


44.8% 
25.1% 
57.6% 
26.7% 


43.2% 
26  .  6% 

6  2.5% 
3  3.8% 


AGRICULTURAL  PRODUCTS  SOLD: 
Average  per  farm  $721 

Average  for  the  State         1,701 


1 ,  044 
1  ,929 


II  ,625 

2  ,  737 


!4, 293 
4  ,  184 


PERCENT  DISTRIBUTION  OF  PRODUCTS  SOLD,  BY  VALUE: 

Vegetables,  fruits,  nuts        0.7%  0.3? 

Forest  (&  horticult.)            7.0  4.9 

Field  crops                      22.4  15.3 

Poultry                            48.1  63.2 

Dairy                                7.4  4.4 

Other  livestock 7  .  6 8  .  7 


6  .  l"i 

3  .  9 
17  .  8 
61.9 

4  .  4 

5  .  3 


2  .  2% 
2.  1 
10  .  9 
75  .  0 
2  .  9 
6  .  9 


S  ou  r  c  e : 


U 


Censuses  of  Agriculture 


WILKES  INDUSTRY 
LAGS  BEHIND  THE 
STATE  IN  INCOME 
AND  PRODUCTIVITY 
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FURNITURE: 


LUMBER  PRODUCTS: 


Wilkes'  greatest  economic  specialization,  as  pointed  out 
earlier,  is  in  furniture  and  lumber  manufacturing.   North  Wilkes- 
boro's  largest  employer  of  men  is  its  furniture  industry,  long 
noted  for  its  high  quality  products.   The  local  industry  has 
expanded  gradually  for  many  years,  but  more  modern  facilities 
are  needed  to  bolster  its  future  position.    1958  manufacturing 
data  show  that  local  firms  compared  unfavorably  with  the  State 
furniture  industry:  pay  per  employee  ($2,554  against  $3,104  for 
the  State);  productivity  in  value  added  minus  pay  per  employee 
($577  against  $2,209  for  the  State);  and  value  added  per  employee 
($3,131  against  $5,313  for  the  State). 

Allied  to  furniture  is  the  lumber  products  industry,  which 
consists  of  generally  small  and  scattered  sawmills,  logging  camps, 
and  lumber  processors.    In  1958  Wilkes  firms  had  relatively  high 
value  added  figures  ($3,772  against  $3,255  for  the  State)  and 
productivity  in  value  added  less  pay  per  employee  ($2,189  against 
$1,154  for  the  State);  but  income  per  worker  lagged  ($1,583  against 
$2,101  for  the  State).   The  job  trend  is  down  for  the  industry. 
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glass  and  clay  products  and  in  poultry 
ilkesboros.   The  sizable  labor  market 
latively  new  and  growing  local  apparel 
s,  the  prognosis  for  future  growth  is 
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t,  income,  and  productivity  of  this 
nking  above  only  lumber  products. 


TEXTILES:  MANY 
WILKES  RESIDENTS 
WORK  IN  FIRMS 
OUTSIDE  THE 
COUNTY 


The  Wilkes  County  commitment  to  textiles  is  largely  a 
commitment  of  County  residents  to  employment  in  firms  located 
outside  the  County,  particularly  in  Elkin,  Surry  County.   This 
industry  expanded  rapidly  in  past  years  but  has  been  stable  for 
the  last  few  years  in  this  area  and  in  the  State.   Nationally, 
however,  the  textile  industry  experienced  a  2  2%  decrease  in 
employment  from  1950  to  1960.   Dependence  of  large  numbers  of 
Wilkes  residents  on  textiles  employment  indicates  a  major  negative 
commitment,  one  which  may  be  expected  to  increase  local  pressures 
for  other  kinds  of  employment  in  the  future. 
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COMMUTING  PATTERNS  Some  20%  of  all  employed  persons  residing  in  Wilkes  County 

OF  COUNTY  WORKERS    are  employed  outside  the  County.   Because  of  the  concentration  of 
employing  firms  of  the  County  in  the  Wilkesboros,  distant  from  the 
populations  of  adjacent  counties,  in-commuters  are  a  much  smaller 
number.   Map  1  on  the  next  page  shows  the  distribution  of  local 
residents  working  outside  the  County,  by  township.   Not  surprisingly 
the  proportions  of  ou t -commu t er s  is  greatest  along  the  County's 
periphery.   More  than  half  of  the  employed  persons  living  in  the 
Northeast  part  of  the  County— in  Edwards,  Trap  Hill,  and  New 
Castle  townships--wor k  outside  Wilkes,  primarily  in  textiles 
manufacturing  of  Elkin  in  Surry  County.   To  the  S ou t hwes t -- i n 
Elk,  Beaver  Creek,  and  Boomer  t ownshi ps - - loca 1  residents  turn  to 
Lenoir  and  other  places  in  Caldwell  County  for  employment.   Somers 
Township  in  the  Southeast  corner  of  Wilkes  is  the  home  of  workers 
in  Elkin  and  Winston-Salem,  considerable  distances  away,  as  well  as 
in  Iredell  County  closer  by.   The  area  from  which  firms  in  the 
Wilkesboros  obtain  their  workers  is  indicated  by  those  townships 
which  have  low  rates  of  commuters  to  outside  employment.   When 
employment  is  needed  in  the  mountainous  Northern  and  Western  parts 
of  the  County,  recourse  to  outmigration  is  more  direct. 
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PERCENT  OF  TOWNSHIP  WORKERS  EMPLOYED 

IN    OTHER    COUNTIES       I960  total  percent  out  of  county  shown  in  township  of  residence 

SPEClFFIC   MOVEMENTS  OF  10+%   SHOWN   BY    ARROWS 


RESIDENTS  OF  THE 
EASTERN  AND 
WESTERN  THIRDS 
OF  THE  COUNTY 
ARE  CONCENTRATED 
IN  DECLINING 
ECONOMIC 
ACTIVITIES 


THE  COUNTY  'S 
GROWTH  ACTIVITIES 
ARE  CONCENTRATED 
IN  THE  WILKESBOROS 
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The  Wi lkesbor os-- the  Town  of  North  Wilkesboro  plus  the 
remainders  of  Wilkesboro  and  North  Wilkesboro  townships — are 
the  places  of  residence  for  most  County  employees  in  growth 
industries — professional  and  commercial  services,  trucking, 
and  glass  and  foods  manufacturing.   Purely  in  economic  terms, 
the  Wilkesboros  may  be  expected  to  grow  and  exert  greater 
future  dominance  over  the  County,  while  the  outer  areas  of 
the  County  decline. 


WILKE 
COUNTY 


\-.^ 


MAP   2-    PERCENT    OF    WORKERS    IN 
DECLINING    INDUSTRIES,  1960 


STYLE  OF  LIFE  IN  WILKES  COUNTY 


A  SUMMARY 


Measures  of  income,  education,  and  housing  were  used  to  assess  the 
quality  of  the  style  of  life  in  Wilkes  County. 
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INCOME,  BUSINESS,  AND  STYLE  OF  LIFE  IN  WILKES 

An  assessment  of  the  qua  1  i  t  y  of  life  in  Wilkes  County  is 
needed  by  its  citizens  in  planning  for  a  better  place  in  which 
to  live.   Basic  measures  of  income,  business  trends,  education, 
and  housing  will  be  used  for  comparisons  of  the  County  with 
the  State  and  the  nation,  and  among  townships  of  the  County. 
Trends  will  be  evaluated  to  point  up  consequences  for  the 
future  of  the  Wilkesboros  and  of  Wilkes  County. 

Figure  3  shows  summary  measures  of  the  1959  incomes  of 
residents  of  the  Town  of  North  Wilkesboro,  other  residents 
of  North  Wilkesboro  and  Wilkesboro  townships,  Wilkes  County, 
and  urban  North  Carolina  and  urban  United  States.   Three 
statistical  measures  are  used: 

— Mean  family  income ,  the  sum  of  incomes  of  all 
families  from  all  sources,  divided  by  the  number 
o  f  f ami  lies. 

- -Median  family  income  ,  the  point  at  which  half 
the  families  had  more,  and  half  less,  income. 
— Per  capita  income ,  the  sum  of  incomes  of  all 
families  and  all  persons  not  in  families,  divided 
by  the  total  population. 
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FIGURE  3:    INCOME  MEASURES  FOR  THE  WILKESBOROS  AND  COMPARABLE  AREAS,  1959 
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Table  7  --  DISTRIBUTIONS  OF  INCOME  BY  FAMILIES  IN  1959 


Total   Total    Wilkes  Town 
U.S.   North    County  of  N. 
Carolina         W  '  boro 


W ' bo  ro  Rest  of 
T  w  p  .     N.W'boro 
Townshi  p 


percent  of  all  families  earning: 

Less  than  $3,000  income         2  1.4^ 
$3 , 000-7 ,999  52  .  1 

$8,000  and  over  26.5 

Percent  of  all  income  earned  by: 

Families  under  $3,000  income    5.3° 

Families  $3,000-7,999  42.8 

Families  with  over  $8,000       51.9 


37 

.  2% 

47 

.9% 

38 

.  3% 

4  0.9% 

42  , 

,  8' 

49 

.3 

44 

.  6 

43 

.9 

43  .  6 

51, 

,7 

13, 

,  5 

7 

.  5 

17 

.8 

15.5 

5, 

11.9%       18.9%       11.8<j 

52.0  53.4     36.9 

36.1  27.7     51.3 


11.8%  17  .7°, 
38.9  62.2 
49.3     20.1 


Source:  Computations  from  published  U.  S.  census  data  for  U.S.,  State,  and 
Wilkes  County.   Special  unpublished_census_data_  for  Town  and  townshjjs^ 


Table  7  above  gives  the  proportion  of  families  in  each  of 
three  groups:   low-income,  under  $3,000;  mi dd 1 e- i nc ome ,  $3,000- 
$7,999;  and  high-income,  $8,000  and  over.    In  addition,  it  shows 
the  proportion  of  total  income  which  each  income-group  earned  in 
1959.   Thus,  the  top  17.8%  of  North  Wilkesboro  families  earned 
over  half  of  all  the  Town's  income  in  1959.    In  both  the  Town  and 
in  Wilkesboro  Township  the  bottom  two-fifths  of  families  in  income 
earned  only  one-eighth  of  all  income.    In  North  Wilkesboro  Township 
outside  the  Town,  families  were  concentrated  in  the  m i dd  le- i ncome 
category,  and  a  small  proportion  were  in  the  high-income  category. 

The  quantity,  distribution,  and  expenditure  of  income  are 
vital  to  an  assessment  of  the  level  of  a  community's  well-being. 
It  is  probable  that  a  community  in  which  low-income  families  are 
relatively  numerous  and  earn  a  high  proportion  of  all  community 
income  will  be  unable  to  finance  adequate  schools  and  other 
community  facilities.    Lack  of  demand  limits  growth  of  commercial 
trades  and  professional  services,  and  the  inventory  of  private 


capital  assets  --  homes,  businesses,  etc.  --  grows  little  or  none. 
Worse,  the  vitality  and  quality  of  the  people  are  impaired,  and 
the  pattern  tends  to  worsen.    If  a  few  people  earn  a  very  large 
share  of  total  income,  a  sizable  proportion  of  community  income 
may  be  lost  —  to  outside  investments  or  expended  for  specialized 
goods  and  services  elsewhere.   High  levels  of  income,  then,  are 
significant  in  community  planning,  economic  growth,  and  style  of 
life,  to  the  extent  that  the  whole  community  gains  by  investment 
or  expenditure  in  upgrading  private  and  public  assets  and  in 
improving  the  standards  of  living  for  the  whole  population. 
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Table  8  --  INCOME  DATA  SHOWING  THE  EXTENT  OF  WILKES  COUNTY'S  LAG  BEHIND 
NATIONAL  LEVELS  IN  1959  AND  THE  LOSS  OF  POTENTIAL  BUSINESS 

Income  ($1.000)   Per  Capita 


,S  .  level :         $83  ,  883 

45.210 

$38,673 

i  but  per  capita  income  at 

(ould  have  been  24,398.) 


$1  ,853 
999 
854 
national  level, 


If  Wilkes  per  capita  income  were  at  U 
Actual  Wilkes  County  income,  1959: 
Deficit  of  Wilkes  behind  the  nation: 
(If  Wilkes  income  were  constant 
then  population  of  the  County 
If  Wilkes  were  at  the  U.  S.  income  level  and  the  additional  income  were  spent 
in  retail  sales  at  the  national  rate,  the  gain  in  retail  sales  would  have  been 
$23,590.000  --  a  60.2%  increase  over  the  actual  amount  of  $39.181.000. 


Income  data:  U.  S.  1960  Census;  RetaiJL  S^JLej^ 

-  3  0  - 


U 


S  .  1958  Census  of  Business 


RETAIL   TRADING    AREA    OF   THE    WILKESBOROS 
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EDUCATION : 
THE  COUNTY  HAS 
FALLEN  FARTHER 
BEHIND  THE  STATE 
AND  THE  NATION 


LOCAL  EDUCATION 
APPEARS  TO  BE 
AT  THE  STATE 
LEVEL 


BUT  MANY  WELL- 
EDUCATED  ADULTS 
ARE  MIGRATING 


Local  schools  have  been  very  near  the  State  levels  in 
dropout  rates  of  school  children  between  the  fifth  and  twelfth 
grades:  the  1962  graduating  classes  in  Wilkes  County  included  46.2% 
of  those  who  had  begun  the  fifth  grade  seven  years  earlier,  against 
the  State  rate  of  51.8%.   U.  S.  Census  data  showed  that  the 
proportion  of  Wilkes  youth  ages  14-17  in  school  increased  from 
75.1%  in  1950  to  8  2.2%  in  1960,  while  the  State  gained  from  78.1% 
to  82.8%.   School  consolidations  in  the  County  are  assuring 
continued  improvements  in  education  of  local  school  children.   The 
lag  in  educational  levels  of  adults,  then,  is  apparently  not  due 
to  the  quality  of  current  local  education. 

The  proportion  of  County  adults  with  at  least  a  high  school 
education  increased  from  11.8%  in  1950  to  21.7%  in  1960  (State 
levels  were  20.8%  in  1950  and  32.3%  in  1960),  while  those  with 
less  than  five  years  of  schooling  dropped  from  26.4%  of  Wilkes 
adults  in  1950  to  19.7%  in  1960  (for  the  State,  21.4%  in  1950 
to  16.5%  in  1960).   However,  the  middle  group  with  less  than  a 
high  school  education  but  at  least  five  years  of  schooling  was 
barely  reduced  in  Wilkes  from  6 1 . 8%  in  1950  to  58.6%  in  1960, 
while  the  State  proportion  dropped  from  57.8%  in  1950  to  5 1 . 2% 
in  1960.    If  local  schools  operate  at  State  levels,  why  has  the 
overall  adult  level  of  education  not  gained  more?   The  answer 
is:  A  LARGE  PROPORTION  OF  THE  ADULTS  WITH  A  BETTER -THAN-AVER AGE 
EDUCATION  HAVE  MIGRATED  OUT  OF  THE  COUNTY.    Data  for  1950  are 
unavailable  for  Wilkesboro  Township,  but  1960  data  suggest  that 
NORTH  WILKESBORO  LOST  MORE  OF  ITS  WELL-EDUCATED  ADULTS  TO 
SUBURBAN  AREAS  THAN  TO  OU TM I GRAT I  ON . 


FIGURE  4:   MEDIAN  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  OF  ADULTS  AGES  25  AND  OVER,  1950  and  1960 


Years  Completed 


Y  ear  s 
Complet  ed 


North 
Wi lkesbor o 


A  COMMUNITY  A  recent  study  by  Dr.  C.  Horace  Hamilton  for  the  North 

COLLEGE  WOULD  Carolina  Board  of  Higher  Education  recommended  a  system  of 

BE  A  GREAT  community  colleges  across  the  State;  one  potential  site  men- 

LOCAL  ASSET  tioned  in  the  report  was  North  Wilkesboro,  whose  college  would 

serve  Wilkes  and  Alleghany  counties.   A  projected  potential 
enrollment  of  some  546  students  was  foreseen  by  1966.   The 
benefits  are  obvious;  local  educational  levels  would  be  raised; 
a  new  employer  of  professional  personnel  would  bolster  the 
area's  economy;  and  a  major  focal  point  for  cultural  and 
intellectual  stimulation  would  advance  the  style  of  life  of 
Town  and  County. 

PROJECTION  OF  On  the  basis  of  the  population  projection  in  the  next 

PUBLIC  SCHOOL  chapter  and  projected  normal  gains  in  school  attendance,  Wilkes 

ENROLLMENT  County  elementary  school  enrollment  may  decrease  from  8,544  in 

1960  to  7,778  in  1970  and  to  7,597  in  1980.   High  school  enroll- 
ment, on  the  other  hand,  should  remain  fairly  steady  —  from 
2,851  in  1960  to  2,776  in  1970  and  to  2,735  in  198  0.    For  the 
Wilkesbor os (including  all  of  Wilkesboro  and  North  Wilkesboro 
townships)  elementary  school  enrollments  may  remain  rather 
steady  from  2,440  in  1960  to  2,4  05  in  1970  and  to  2,555  in 
1980.   High  school  enrollment  may  show  a  slight  gain  from  812 
in  1960  to  865  in  1970  and  to  912  in  1980. 

HOUSING:  Since  housing  is  discussed  in  greater  detail  in  other 

planning  reports,  its  mention  here  will  be  in  connection  with 
income  and  education  as  a  gauge  of  the  Style  of  Life  of  local 
citizens,  and  in  terms  of  comparison  with  State  and  national 
levels  of  a  few  basic  measures.    Table  10  presents  comparative 
data  for  Wilkes  County,  the  Wilkesboros,  the  State,  and  the 
nation.   The  County  has  much  higher  proportions  of  substandard 
housing  and  of  own e r - oc c up i ed  housing  units  of  low  value  than 
the  State  or  the  nation.   Here,  substandard  housing  includes 
all  dilapidated  units  and  all  other  units  lacking  a  full 
complement  of  plumbing  facilities.   On  the  other  hand,  the 
Town  of  North  Wilkesboro  has  a  higher  median  value  of  owner- 
occupied  housing  units  than  any  other  town  in  the  State, 
excepting  only  suburbs  of  the  largest  cities.    The  Town  has  a 
high  proportion  of  units  valued  at  more  than  $15,000.   On  the 


Table  10--WILKES  SUMMARY  HOUSING  DATA,   1960 


Value  Owner -Occupied  Units 


P  er cent 

P  e  r c  en t 

Percent 

Units 

Under 

Over 

Subs  tanda  r d 

Median 

$5,000 

$15  ,000 

27.3% 

S12  ,  500 

18.2% 

3  6.9% 

20  .  1 

9,700 

17  .  5 

22  .  5 

53  .  5 

6  ,  000 

41.0 

9  .  0 

36  .  5 

8  ,  000 

26  .  4 

16  .  8 

18  .  2 

11 , 900 

12  .  2 

32.9 

Percent  Units 
in  Structures 
built  1950-60 


Town  of  North  Wilkesboro 
Urban  North  Carolina 

Wilkes  County 

Total  North  Carolina 

Total  United  States 


19  , 

,  0 

30, 

.0 

27  , 

.  0 

29  , 

,  8 

27  , 

.  5 

Greater  Wilkesboro  38.0 

North  Wilkesboro  27.3 

Rest  of  North  Wilkesboro  Twp.49.5 

Rest  of  Wilkesboro  Twp .  38.7 


Source: 


U.  S.  Census  of  Housing. 


INTERRELATIONSHIP 
OF  HOUSING,   INCOME, 
EDUCATION,  AND 
OCCUPATION  AS 
DETERMINERS  OF 
STYLE  OF  LIFE 


other  hand,  the  Town  has  a  higher  proportion  of  substandard  housing 
than  the  State  has,  obviously  due  to  the  poor  quality  of  rental 
housing.   Outside  the  Town,  North  Wilkesboro  Township  has  a  rather 
high  proportion  of  substandard  housing,  while  Wilkesboro  Township 
is  second  to  the  Town  bf  North  Wilkesboro  in  the  proportion  of 
sound  housing.  (See  Appendix  C.) 
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ng  _  _  are  not  isolated  characteristics 
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n  those  for  persons  with  less  education, 
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social,  and  intellectual  impoverishment.   And  so  the  associations 
are  reinforced.   The  financial  rewards  are  greatest  in  skills, 
businesses,  or  professions  generally  requiring  highest  educational 
attainment,  and  these  financial  rewards  are  means  to  a  better- 
quality  style  of  life. 
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WILKES  COUNTY  HAS 
A  LARGE  POPULATION 
WHICH  IS  UNEDUCATED 
IMPROVERISHED ,  AND 
ILL-HOUSED 


Emphasis  should  be  placed  on  the  other  side  of  the  picture, 
for  this  area  has  a  very  large  population  which  is  uneducated 
(19.7%  of  Wilkes  adults  lack  even  a  fifth-grade  education), 
impoverished  (4  7.9%  of  Wilkes  families  have  incomes  under  $3,000), 
and  ill-housed  (53.5%  of  Wilkes  families  occupy  housing  which  is 
either  dilapidated  or  lacking  a  full  complement  of  plumbing. 
Lacking  these  very  minimum  standards,  this  unfortunate  population 
is  unable  to  share  in  an  acceptable  Style  of  Life.   The  problem  is 
not  local.  Say  what  you  will  about  the  controversies  of  Federal 


Table  1 1 - -EDUCATI ON ,  OCCUPATION,  AND  RACE  OF  HEADS  OF  WILKES  HOUS EHOLDS - -BY  INCOME,   1959 


Percent  Distribution 

Class 

as   % 

Total 

nc  om  e  of  Ho 

us  eho 1 d 

Each  Class 

of 

Class 

Under 

$3  ,  000- 

$5  ,000- 

$7  ,  000- 

$10  ,000 

Total 

Total 

$3  .  000 

4  .  999 

6  ,999 

9  ,  999 

and  over 

EDUCATION  OF  HEAD: 

Total 

100  .  07c 

100 . 0% 

50 

3% 

26 

7% 

1  4 

2% 

5 

4'" 

3.4% 

Under  8  years 

59  .  6 

100  .  0 

62 

2 

22 

2 

11 

6 

3 

7 

0  .  3 

8  -  11  years 

22  .  4 

100  .  0 

40 

9 

36 

0 

15 

5 

5 

2 

2  .  4 

12  -  15  years 

15.0 

100  .  0 

23 

6 

35 

0 

21 

7 

7 

5 

12.2 

16+  y  ea  r s 

3  .  1 

100  .  0 

20 

2 

5 

8 

20 

2 

29 

4 

24  .  4 

OCCUPATION  OF  HEAD: 

Total 

100.0 

100  .  0 

50 

3 

26 

7 

14 

2 

5 

4 

3  .  4 

Professi  ona 1 

3  .  5 

100.0 

10 

7 

16 

1 

23 

1 

27 

3 

22  .9 

Farm 

8.5 

100  .  0 

67 

8 

15 

0 

10 

8 

2 

2 

4  .  2 

Mgrs. ,  proprs. 

6  .  3 

100  .  0 

19 

1 

18 

4 

21 

1 

14 

0 

27  .  4 

Clerical 

1  .9 

100.0 

0 

0 

60 

7 

29 

2 

1  0 

0 

0  .  0 

Sales 

4  .  2 

100  .  0 

25 

8 

46 

3 

23 

6 

4 

3 

0  .  0 

Crafts 

14.7 

100.0 

29 

7 

33 

7 

27 

.9 

7 

5 

1  .3 

Ope  ra  t  i  ve 

26  .  6 

100  .  0 

39 

8 

40 

9 

14 

8 

4 

5 

0  .  0 

Private  household 

0  .  3 

100.0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0  .  0 

Other  Service 

2  .  4 

100.0 

65 

7 

20 

1 

7 

8 

6 

4 

0  .  0 

Labo  r  e  r  s 

6  .  7 

100.0 

71 

0 

17 

9 

8 

3 

2 

8 

0  .  0 

Not  in  Labor  Force 

or  not  reported 

24.8 

100  .  0 

81 

6 

12 

5 

3 

5 

1 

5 

1  .  0 

RACE  OF  HEAD: 

Total 

100.0 

100  .  0 

50 

3 

26 

7 

14 

2 

5 

4 

3  .  4 

Whites 

95.1 

100.0 

49 

0 

27 

5 

14 

8 

5 

2 

3  .  5 

Negroes 

4  .  9 

100.0 

75 

3 

12 

3 

3 

1 

9 

2 

0  .  0 

Source:    C r os s -  tabu  la t i o ns  from  Census  Data, 


Table  12--PERCENT  OF  HOUSEHOLDS'  INCOME  CLASS  BY  VALUE  OF  THEIR  PROPERTY  AND  HOUSING  CONDITION 

FOR  WILKES  COUNTY,   1960 


Per  c  e 

nt  Distribution 
Each  Class 

Class 
as  % 

Total  I 

ncome  of  Household 

of 

Class 

Under 

$3  ,  000- 

$5 , 000- 

$7  ,000- 

$10  ,  000 

Total 

Total 

$3  .000 

4  .  999 

6  ,999 

9  ,999 

and  over 

VALUE 

OF  PROPERTY: 

Tot 

al 

100 . 0% 

100.0% 

36.7% 

3  2.1% 

19.1% 

7  .  8% 

4  .  3% 

Und 

er  $  t 

,000  value 

36  .  2 

100  .  0 

56  .  4% 

29  .  5 

12  .  8 

1  .  2 

— 

$5  , 

000  - 

7  ,  400 

27.1 

100.0 

33  .9 

43  .  6 

17  .  4 

3  .  4 

1  .  7 

$7  , 

500  - 

9  ,  900 

9  .  9 

100.0 

18  .  4 

43.8 

23  .  4 

14  .  3 

-  — 

$  10 

,  000 

-  12,400 

12.4 

100.0 

15.1 

27  .  9 

32.5 

24  .  4 

"-- 

$12 

,  500 

-  14  ,900 

5.  1 

100  .  0 

21.4 

8  .  8 

48  .  7 

21.0 

"-- 

$  15 

,  000 

-  17  ,  400 

4  .  9 

100  .  0 

12.6 

28  .  3 

18  .  7 

9  .  1 

31.3 

$  17 

,  500 

-  19,900 

1  .  5 

100  .  0 

29  .  6 





31.0 

39  .  4 

$20 

,  000 

-  24 ,900 

0  .  6 

100  .  0 









100  .  0 

$25 

,000 

-  34  ,900 

1  .  1 

100  .  0 









100  .  0 

$35 

,000 

or  over 

1  .  2 

100  .  0 

100.0 







-  — 

CONDITI ON 

OF  HOUSING: 

All 

Hous  i  ng  Uni  t  s 

100.0 

100  .  0 

50  .  3 

26  .  7 

14.2 

5  .  4 

3  .  4 

S  ound 

62.9 

100.0 

38  .  0 

31.3 

19  .  1 

6  .  9 

4  .  6 

Det 

er  i  o  rat  i  ng 

25  .  7 

100  .  0 

62.0 

24  .  5 

7  .9 

4  .  2 

1  .  4 

Di  1 

api  d£ 

ted 

11.4 

100  .  0 

92  .  1 

6  .  2 

1  .7 

0  .  0 

0  .  0 

Source:    Cross  Tabulations  from  Census  material. 


Table  1 3--0CCUPATI ON , 


VALUE  OF  PROPERTY,  AND  RACE  OF  HEADS  OF  WILKES  HOUSEHOLDS 
OF  HEAD,   1960 


BY  EDUCATION 


Percent  Distribution 

Percent 
of 

Educa t  ion  of 

Household 

Head 

By  Category 

Class 

Under 

8-11 

12- 

-15 

16  + 

Class 

Total 

8  y  r  s  . 

y  r  s  . 

y  r  s  . 

y  r  s  . 

OCCUPATION  OF  HEAD: 

Total 

100 

0% 

100 . 0% 

59 

6% 

2  2.4% 

15 

0% 

3.  1% 

Pr of essi  onal 

3 

5 

100  .  0 

0 

0 

0  .  0 

35 

3 

64  .  7 

Farm 

8 

5 

100  .  0 

74 

6 

16  .  8 

8 

6 

0  .  0 

Mgr . ,  pr opr . 

6 

3 

100.  0 

23 

0 

18  .  3 

5  1 

9 

6  .  8 

Clerical 

1 

9 

100  .  0 

19 

2 

18  .  3 

52 

5 

10.0 

Sales 

4 

2 

100  .  0 

38 

2 

23  .  0 

38 

8 

0  .  0 

Crafts 

14 

7 

100.0 

41 

7 

39.9 

1  8 

5 

0.  0 

Operative 

26 

6 

100.0 

65 

9 

25.8 

8 

3 

0  .  0 

Private  household 

0 

3 

100  .  0 

55 

0 

45.0 

0 

0 

0  .  0 

Other  personal 

2 

4 

100  .  0 

71 

7 

20.  5 

7 

8 

0  .  0 

Labo  r  er  s 

6 

7 

100.  0 

77 

0 

20  .  7 

2 

3 

0  .  0 

Not  in  Labor  Force 

or  not  r  epo  r  t  ed 

24 

8 

100  .  0 

76 

6 

15.0 

7 

6 

0  .  6 

VALUE  OF  PROPERTY: 

Total 

100 

0 

100  .  0 

47 

4 

28  .  1 

20 

0 

4  .  5 

Under  $5  ,  000 

36 

2 

100  .  0 

68 

1 

23  .  0 

8 

9 

0  .0 

5 ,000  -  7 , 400 

27 

1 

100  .  0 

5  2 

8 

34.  1 

13 

.1 

0  .  0 

7 , 500  -  9,900 

9 

9 

100  .  0 

23 

2 

42.1 

25 

2 

9  .  5 

10 , 000  -  12  ,  400 

12 

4 

100  .  0 

31 

3 

34.9 

21 

9 

11  .9 

12 , 500  -  14 , 900 

5 

1 

100.0 

27 

3 

21.4 

42 

0 

9  .  2 

15 ,000  -  17  ,400 

4 

9 

100  .  0 

9 

1 

9  .  6 

71 

7 

9  .  6 

17  , 500  -  19  ,  900 

1 

5 

100  .  0 

29 

6 

31.0 

39 

4 

0.  0 

20  ,000  -  24  ,900 

0 

6 

100.0 

0 

0 

0  .  0 

100 

0 

0  .  0 

25  ,000  -  34  ,900 

1 

1 

100  .  0 

0 

0 

0.  0 

66 

0 

44  .  0 

35 , 000  and  up 

1 

2 

100  .  0 

0 

0 

0.  0 

49 

1 

50  .  9 

RACE  OF  HEAD: 

Total 

100 

0 

100.0 

59 

6 

22  .  4 

15 

0 

3  .  1 

White 

95 

1 

100  .  0 

58 

8 

22.  7 

15 

5 

3  .  1 

Negro 

4 

9 

100.0 

75 

.0 

15.8 

6 

2 

3.  1 

Source:   C r o s s- ta bu la t i on s  from  Census  data. 
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MAP  6-     PERCENT    OF    SUBSTANDARD    HOUSING,  1960 


(U.5.:   IB    2) 

TOWN    OF   N0RTH>  WILKESBORO  -    27  3 
INC    :     36     : 


POPULATION  TRENDS --SUMMARY 


The  population  of  Wilkes  County  has  historically  been 
predominantly  rural  with  slow,  steady  increases  resulting 
from  more  births  than  death  and  out-migrants,   Since  1950, 
however,  much  heavier  out-migration  of  young  adults  has 
reduced  the  potential  gain  from  births,  while  deaths 
increase  for  the  aging  population.   Therefore,  the  future 
population  of  Wilkes  County  is  expected  to  decline  by 
5.2%  to  1980.   The  proportion  of  elderly  is  increasing 
while  population  under  age  30  is  decreasing  both  in  numbers 
and  proportion. 


Town  limits  are  such  temporal  and  artificial  constructs  that 
Wi lkesbor o-Nor th  Wilkesboro  were  evaluated  and  projected  on 
the  basis  of  their  combined  townships.   A  continuation  of 
past  and  present  trends  will  result  in  a  gradual  increase, 
with  growth  South  of  the  river  exceeding  slight  loss  North 
of  the  river.   Again  it  should  be  emphasized  that  quality 
of  living  is  key  to  the  area's  future.   Retention  of  a  poor 
surplus  population  would  be  likely  to  retard  overall  progress 


FUTURE  POPULATION  TRENDS  IN  WILKES  AND  THE  WILKESBOROS 


Since  this  is  a  report  for  the  assistance  of  the  people  of 
Wilkes  County  and  the  Wilkesboros  in  their  future  planning,  it  is 
considered  that  no  historical  account  of  population  trends  is 
pertinent  here,  beyond  those  trends  now  operative  and  likely  to 
affect  the  future  population  of  the  area.   This  Population  and 
Economy  report  has  been  geared  to  evaluations  of  economic  and 
employment  trends  in  the  County,  the  Style  of  Life  in  the  County, 
and  now  the  probable  direction  of  population  change. 


THE  MAJOR  COUNTY 
TREND  HAS  BEEN 
AWAY  FROM  FARM 
EMPLOYMENT  AND 
RESIDENCE 
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THERE  HAS  BEEN 
HEAVY  OUTMIGRATION 
FROM  WILKES  COUNTY 


WHO  WERE  THE 
OUTM I  GRANTS? 


The  virtual  stabilization  of  the  County's  population  from 
1950  to  1960  (from  45,243  in  195  0  to  45,269  in  1960)  occurred 
despite  a  natural  increase  of  births  over  deaths  of  7,045,  in- 
dicating a  net  migration  of  7,019  persons  from  the  County  during 
the  decade.   The  net  outmigration  amounted  to  13.4%  of  those  who 
would  have  been  expected  to  be  present  by  1960  had  only  natural 
increase  determined  the  population  change. 
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FUTURE  PROJECTIONS 


Population  projections  were  made  through  use  of  a  computer 
program  devised  for  analysis  of  changes  in  an  area's  age-race-sex 
composition  during  the  past  decade.   Without  going  into  detail, 
the  basic  assumption  may  be  summarized:  The  kinds  of  factors  pro- 
ducing change  in  the  last  decade  will  exert  a  similar  force  in  the 
same  direction  in  the  future.    Improvements  in  mortality  and  a 
continuation  of  the  same  birth  and  migration  rates  for  each  age- 
race-sex  cohort  were  involved.   We  have  already  used  data  from  the 
projection  for  projecting  the  future  labor  force  in  the  first 
chapter  and  for  projecting  the  school  enrollment  in  the  last  chapter 


FIGURE  5 — NET  MIGRATION,   1950-1960,  WILKES  COUNTY  AND  TOWN  OF  NORTH  WILKESBORO. 

AS  PERCENT  OF  POPULATION  OF  SELECTED  AGES 
Net  Out-Migration  Net  In-Migration 
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FIGURE  6 — PERCENT  DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  WILKES  COUNTY  BY  AGE  GROUPS,  1940,  1950,  1960. 
Percent  of  Total 
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FIGURE  7--PERCENT  DISTRIBUTION  OF -THE  POPULATION  OF  WILKES  COUNTY  BY  AGE  GROUPS,   1960,  1970,  1980. 
Percent  of  Total 


12 

l  n 

^>        \ 

—    1960 

H 

^      \ 

w 

— —    1970 

6 

1980 

*  "**^  ^^^\r* 

.^^ 

\        \ 

4 

? 

h^ 

— I 

— — 1 

0-4      10 


20  30 


40  50 


70     75  + 


CONSEQUENCES  OF 
FUTURE  CHANGES: 


Because  of  heavy  outmigration  of  young  adults  from  the  area 
future  births  may  be  expected  to  drop.    Improved  longevity  and 
neglible  migration  will  probably  lead  to  a  great  increase  in 
elderly  residents,  for  whom  local  residents  should  make  special 
provision.    In  sum.  County  population,  if  past  trends  continue, 
will  drop  by  5.2%  to  1980.   Table  14  summarizes  the  projections 
for  the  Wilkesboros,  showing  an  8.6%  increase  to  1980. 


What  IS  a  projection?   It  is  NOT  a  prediction.   Rather,  it 
is  a  pushing  forward  of  present  trends  into  the  future.   The  major 
point  here  is  that  the  projection  shows  the  importance  of  planning 
for  the  future.   Local  residents  cannot  relax  in  the  belief  that 
formulas  of  the  past  will  be  adequate  in  the  future.   The  project- 
ions presented  here  are  the  BEFORE  picture  of  the  future;  it  is  up 
to  interested  citizens  to  plan  for  orderly  economic  development 
and  for  quality  in  their  community's  style  of  life  in  order  to 
achieve  an  AFTER  picture  which  will  conform  with  the  way  of  life 
which  will  ultimately  be  the  most  rewarding. 


PROJECTIONS  BY 
TOWNSHIP 
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Table  14--SUMMARY  OF  POPULATION  PROJECTIONS  BY  BROAD  AGE  GROUPS  FOR  GREATER  WILKESBORO 
WILKESBORO  (including  all  of  their  townships)  AND  FOR  WILKES  COUNTY 


Popula  t  ion 


15 , 188 

10 ,006 
8,628 
6,375 
5  ,072 

45 , 269 


Age 
Group 


Percent  Change  by  Decade 
1960-70       1970-80 


GREATER  W I LKESBORO-NOR TH  WILKESBORO 


WILKES  COUNTY 


13,760 
9,875 
7  ,439 
7  ,  340 
5,910 

44,324 


12  ,984 
8,863 

7,177 

6  ,676 

7  ,307 
42  ,  937 


4,451 

4 

495 

4  ,  509 

4  ,  729 

0-14 

1 

0% 

0 

3% 

4  .9% 

5 

2% 

3  ,  130 

3 

000 

3  ,  303 

3  ,  067 

15-29 

-A 

2 

10 

1 

-7  .  1 

2 

2 

2  ,  473 

2 

704 

2  ,  394 

2  .  508 

30-44 

9 

3 

-11 

5 

4  .  8 

-7 

2 

1  ,  447 

1 

932 

2  ,  342 

2  ,  189 

45-59 

33 

5 

21 

2 

-6  .  5 

13 

3 

994 

1 

274 

1,608 

2  .  067 

60  + 

28 

2 

26 

2 

28  .  5 

6  2 

■l 

2,495 

13 

405 

14,156 

14  ,  560 

Total 

7 

3 

5 

6 

2.9 

8 

6 

0-14 

-6.0% 

-9  .  4 

-5.  6 

-14.5 

15-29 

-10.7 

-1  .  3 

-10.2 

-11.4 

30-44 

2.  0 

-13.8 

-3  .  5 

-16.8 

45-59 

24  .  4 

15.1 

-9  .  0 

4  .  7 

60  + 

17.7 

16  .  5 

23  .  6 

44  .  1 

Total 

0  .  1 

-2  .  1 

-3.  1 

-5  .  2 

lource:  Detail  age-race-sex  projections  summarized  from  output  of  IBM  650  computer  program. 


WILKES 
COUNTY 


MAP  7 


PROJECTED    POPULATION  CHANGE   1960-1980,  BY   TOWNSHIP 
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APPENDIX    A     --     1960     EMPLOYMENT    BY     INDUSTRY,     FOR     TOWNSHIPS     IN    WILKES     COUNTY 
(*     indicates     fewer     than     10     employees) 


:OUNTY : 

TOWN     of     N . W  '  boro 

lesl     of    N. W .Twp  . 

Vilkosboro    Twp. 

intioch 

3eav  er    Creek 

3oomer 

3rushy    Mountain 

idwa r d  s 

Ilk 

lobs    Cabi  n 

Lewi  s    Fork 

Love  la  ce 

Moravian    Falls 

Mulberry 

fe«    Castle 

Neddies    River 

?ook    Creek 

Some  r  s 

3  t an  t  on 

rrap    Hill 

Jnion 

Valnut    Grove 


All 

Furniture 

Textiles 

Other 

All 

Agricultural 

MfK. 

Lumber 

Appa  r  e 1 

MfK. 

C  ommer c  e 

Professional 

Other 

1,758 

6 

248 

2 

716 

2 

162 

1,370 

2,495 

1  ,  438 

2  ,  721 

30 

372 

156 

90 

126 

411 

277 

413 

73 

429 

183 

124 

122 

364 

143 

273 

117 

577 

204 

106 

267 

333 

352 

425 

41 

86 

30 

28 

28 

32 

* 

16 

29 

83 

63 

12 

* 

-  - 

12 

25 

36 

173 

145 

* 

20 

32 

42 

79 

60 

32 

* 

* 

20 

* 

* 

* 

234 

1 

038 

227 

707 

104 

225 

128 

283 

40 

178 

166 

* 

* 

16 

20 

37 

2  1 

90 

69 

13 

* 

* 

-  - 

12 

24 

153 

97 

36 

20 

* 

28 

59 

69 

100 

58 

17 

25 

21 

* 

12 

83 

202 

110 

28 

64 

103 

82 

72 

106 

521 

287 

118 

116 

224 

88 

208 

123 

202 

40 

127 

35 

37 

16 

55 

63 

682 

326 

149 

207 

307 

84 

322 

122 

471 

187 

180 

104 

158 

97 

184 

56 

142 

25 

90 

27 

20 

-  - 

30 

67 

45 

4  5 

-  - 

-  - 

28 

-  - 

2D 

202 

308 

54 

234 

20 

86 

28 

9  5 

70 

240 

162 

54 

124 

34 

21 

44 

8  8 

124 

78 

25 

21 

47 

* 

45 

Source:     Unpublished    U.     S.     Census    Data 


APPENDIX  B  —  INCOME  DATA  FOR  WILKES  COUNTY  BY  TOWNSHIP,  1959 


Township 


Per 
Cap  i ta 
I ncome 


Fami 1 y  Income 
Mean    Med  ian 


Percent  Distribution  of  Families 
by  Income 


Under    $3,000- 
$3,000     7,999 


$8,000 
and  over 


COUNTY  TOTAL 

Town  of  N.  Wilkesboro 
Rest  of  N.  W'boro  Twp . 
Rest  of  W'boro  Twp. 

Ant  ioch 

Beave  r  Creek 

Boomer 

Brushy  Mountain 

E  dwa  r ds 

Elk 

Job's  Cab  in 

Lewi  s  Fork 

Love  lace 

Mora v  ian  Fa  1  1 s 

Mu lbe  r ry 

New  Castle 

Redd  ie  s  River 

Rock  Creek 

Some  r s 

Stanton 

Trap  Hill 

Uni  on 

Wa 1  nut  Grove 


$   999    $3951 


$3126 


4  7.9% 


44.6% 


7.5% 


1528 

5922 

3804 

38.3 

43.9 

17.8 

1022 

3877 

3383 

42.8 

51.7 

5.5 

1352 

5408 

3654 

40.9 

43.6 

15.5 

640 

2905 

2380 

60.9 

36.3 

2.8 

853 

3673 

2625 

57.0 

33.0 

10.0 

637 

2890 

2611 

60.  6 

37.9 

1.5 

515 

2219 

2313 

68.5 

31.5 



1099 

4131 

3819 

52.0 

57.6 

7.3 

910 

4137 

2845 

53.  7 

39.3 

7.0 

623 

2395 

2212 

73.6 

26.4 



653 

2661 

2307 

66.0 

31.2 

2.8 

679 

2807 

2478 

59.8 

36.9 

3.3 

1130 

4392 

3297 

45.0 

44.5 

10.0 

829 

3439 

3058 

48.9 

46.  7 

4.3 

928 

3551 

3191 

46.9 

31.4 

5.5 

932 

3699 

3105 

48.2 

47.0 

4.9 

893 

3491 

2955 

51.0 

42.  7 

6.4 

797 

3344 

2824 

52.9 

41.8 

5.3 

737 

2758 

1955 

61.3 

38.  7 



747 

2884 

2445 

54.8 

40.7 

4.5 

520 

2111 

1800 

76.  6 

23.4 



594 

2548 

2411 

66.8 

33.2 



Source:  Unpublished  U.S.  Census  Data. 
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APPENDIX  C  —  EDUCATION  AND  HOUSING  DATA  IN  WILKES  COUNTY,  1960,  BY  TOWNSHIP 


Townsh  ip 


Hou  sing      Educational  Attainment  of  Adults  ages  25  + 
Percent        Median          Percent  less         Twelve 
Sub-         Years           than  5  years         or  more 
standard years 


COUNTY: 


5  3.5% 


7.  7 


19.7% 


21.  IX 


Town  of  N.  Wilkesboro  27.3 

Rest  of  N.  W'boro  Twp .  49.5 

Wilkesboro  Twp.  38.7 

An t  ioch  67.5 

Beaver  Creek  64.8 

Boome  r  69.1 

Brushy  Mountain  73.1 

Edwards  48.6 

Elk  85.4 

Job' s  Cabin  81.1 

Lewis  Fork  57.8 

Lovelace  83 . 7 

Moravian  Falls  55.3 

Mulberry  53.8 

New  Castle  57.4 

Reddies  River  49.3 

Rock  Creek  53.0 

Some  r  s  80.3 

Stanton  62.9 

Trap  Hill  65.  1 

Union  89.2 

Walnut  Grove  82.5 


9.  7 
7.  7 
8.7 


11.5 
22.0 

15.  1 

29,9 
16.0 
22.0 
27.6 
15.  6 
35.3 
44.0 
14.2 
20.  7 
19.0 
23.  1 


18. 
17. 

17. 
16. 
40. 
25. 
35. 
24. 


41  . 

,0 

24, 

,5 

33. 

,6 

13, 

,6 

23, 

,0 

12 

,8 

18, 

,7 

18. 

,3 

8. 

,7 

8, 

,  1 

1  6. 

,3 

5. 

,4 

24, 

,7 

13, 

,4 

1  7, 

,8 

2  1  , 

,8 

19, 

,5 

2  1  , 

,  1 

8, 

,0 

12, 

,4 

5. 

,2 

16, 

.7 

Source:  Unpublished  U.  S.  Census  Data. 


APPENDIX  D  --  POPULATION  PROJECTIONS  FOR  WILKES  COUNTY  TO  1980,  BY  AGE 


Age 

Groups 


PROJECTION 


TOTAL 

0-4 
5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 
65-69 
70-74 
75-79 
80-84 
8  5-0 ver 


45  ,  243 


5 

830 

5 

376 

4 

945 

4 

287 

3 

443 

3 

470 

3 

084 

3 

013 

2 

360 

1 

875 

1 

731 

1 

518 

1 

331 

1 

181 

827 

1 

826 

,  931 

,  974 
,  283 
,  286 
,  891 
,  829 
,  886 
,  961 
,  781 
,  576 
,  091 
,  708 
,  510 
,314 
,  068 
694 
302 
184 


•1  4 

324 

4 

716 

4 

576 

4 

468 

3 

965 

3 

088 

2 

822 

2 

421 

2 

417 

2 

601 

2 

528 

2 

467 

2 

345 

1 

824 

1 

483 

1 

217 

772 

392 

222 

42,937 


4 

351 

4 

361 

4 

272 

3 

647 

2 

607 

2 

609 

2 

586 

2 

408 

2 

183 

2 

070 

2 

306 

2 

300 

2 

152 

2 

031 

1 

472 

870 

446 

266 

1950  and  1960  from  U.  S.  Census  data.   Projections  for  1970 
and  1980  from  IBM  650  computer,  program  devised  by  Josef  Perry 
Division  of  Community  Planning,  and  Dr.  C.  Horace  Hamilton, 
North  Carolina  State  College.   (Detailed  data  by  race  and  sex 
available  on  request.) 


APPENDIX  E  --  POPULATION  PROJECTIONS  OF  WILKES  TOWNSHIPS  TO  1980 


Ar  ea 
COUNTY  TOTAL 


45  ,  243 


45  ,  269 


44  ,  324 


42  ,  937 


Percent  Change 
1960  -  1980 


1— Greater  Wilkesboros  Area  12,495  13,405  14,156  14,560 

2— Reservoir  Area  8,319  9,197  9,827  10,317 

3--Wilkesboros  Outer  Fringe  Area  8,129  8,207  8,098  7,888 

4— Mountain  &  Eastern  Wilkes  16,300  14,460  12,243  10,172 
Areas 


+  8.6 
+  12  .  2 
-3.9 
-29  .  7 


A  n  t  i  o  c 
Beaver 
Boomer 
B  ru  shy 
Edward 
Elk  To 
Jobs  C 
Lewi  s 
Love  la 
Mor a vi 
Mu lber 
New  Ca 
North 

(  inc  1 
Reddi  e 
Rock  C 
Somer  s 
S  tanto 
Trap  H 
Union 
Walnut 
Wilkes 


h  To 

Cre 

Tow 

Mou 

s  To 

wnsh 

ab  i  n 

Fork 

ce  T 

an  F 

ry  T 

stle 

Wilk 

.  To 

s  Ri 

reek 

Tow 

n  To 

ill 

Town 

Gro 

bor  o 


wnshi  p 

ek  Township 

nship 

ntain  Township 

wnshi  p 

ip 

Township 

Township 
ownship 
alls  Townsh  i  p 
ownsh  i  p 

Township 
esboro  Township 
wn) 
ve  r  Townsh  i  p 

Townsh  i  p 
nship 
wnshi  p 
Townshi  p 
ship 
ve  Township 

Townshi  p 


845 

668 

505 

374 

482 

576 

656 

721 

1 

,  302 

1 

,  234 

1 

,  121 

992 

529 

393 

284 

193 

5 

,  746 

5 

,  307 

4 

,  689 

3 

,997 

1 

,  234 

1 

,  071 

891 

721 

722 

434 

253 

142 

1 

,  076 

1 

,  036 

953 

854 

695 

519 

372 

258 

1 

,610 

1 

,  636 

1 

,  574 

1 

,  468 

3 

,  204 

3 

,  533 

3 

,  737 

3 

,843 

1 

,  444 

1 

,  142 

860 

631 

7 

,750 

7 

,  707 

7 

,  322 

6 

,758 

3 

,849 

4 

,715 

5 

,  523 

6 

,  282 

2 

,859 

3 

,  094 

3 

,  200 

3 

,  220 

998 

972 

904 

816 

569 

477 

337 

245 

2 

,  574 

2 

,  499 

2 

,  225 

1 

,  967 

1 

,  747 

1 

,  427 

1 

,  113 

846 

1 

,  264 

1 

,  131 

971 

807 

4 

,747 

5 

,  698 

6 

,  834 

7 

,  802 

-44  .  0 

+  25  .  2 
-19.6 
-50  . 
-24  . 
-32  , 
-67  . 
-17  . 
-50  , 


■10.3 


-12, 

.3 

+  33 

.  2 

+  4 

,  1 

-16 

.  1 

-45 

.  2 

-19 

.  7 

-40 

.  7 

-28 

.  7 

+  36 

.  9 

1--Greater  Wilkesboros  Area  includes  North  Wilkesboro  and   Wilkesboro  Townships. 
2--Reservoir  Area  includes  Beaver  Creek,  Boomer,  Lewis  Ford,  Moravian  Falls,  and 

Reddies  River  Townships. 
3 — Wilkesboros  Outer  Fringe  Area  includes  Antioch,  Brushy  Mountain,  Lovelace, 

Mulberry,  and  Rock  Creek  Townships. 

^--Mountain  and  Eastern  Wilkes  Areas  include  Edwards,  Elk,  Jobs  Cabin,  New  Castle 

Somers,  Stanton,  Trap  Hill.  Union,  and  Walnut  Grove  Township. 

Source:   Detailed  projections  from  Appendix  D  . 
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